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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant pleaded guilty to absconding on felony bond, MCL 750.199a; M SA 28.396(1), and
habitua offender, third offense, MCL 769.11; MSA 28.1083. He was sentenced to four to eight
years imprisonment, and now appeals as of right. We affirm. This case has been decided without ora
argument pursuant to MCR 7.214(A).

Defendant argues that his plea agreement was illusory because two of the charges which were
dismissed as part of the bargain were invdid and could not have resulted in convictions. We do not
believe the plea agreement was illusory. It is not necessary for us to determine the scope of the
absconding statute because, even if the dismissed absconding charge were invalid, we would il not
find that defendant’s plea bargain was illusory. As part of the plea agreement, three other mgor felony
charges were dismissed and the habitual offender charge was reduced. The posshble sentence
defendant faced was reduced from life imprisonment to a maximum minimum term of four years.
Defendant was not mided regarding the vaue of the plea bargain. People v Peete, 102 Mich App 34;
301 NwW2d 53 (1980).

Next, defendant has not shown that he was denied the effective assstance of counsd beow.
People v Pickens, 446 Mich 298; 521 NW2d 797 (1994). The record revedls that defendant’s pleas
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were tendered voluntarily and understandingly. People v Mayes (After Remand), 202 Mich App 181,
508 NW2d 161 (1993).

Affirmed.
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